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ABSTRACT Objective: The aim of the present study is to evaluate the
publication rates of the abstracts presented at the National Dermatology
Congress and the consistency between the abstracts and the article. Ma-
terial and Methods: 27" National Dermatology Congress was chosen as
a reference. A total of the 339 oral presentations (OPs) and poster pre-
sentations (PPs) in the congress booklet were included. PubMed, Google
Scholar and TR Index search engines were used to search for the full-text
articles of the presentations. The type of presentation, the clinic from
which it was sent, the number of authors, and the dermatological disease
group, the type of the presentation published as an article, its consistency
with the abstract, the journal index, the type of publication, the number of
citations, the number of months until publication were evaluated. Results:
The mean number of authors in the presentations was 3.64+1.88, the mean
time until publication was 28.44+9.84 months. A total of 65 (19.2%) OPs
and 274 (80.8%) PPs were presented. Universities were the clinics that
presented the highest number of abstracts (p<0.05). A total of 57 (16.2%)
abstracts were published as articles. Papulosquamous disorders were the
most frequently presented disease group with 71 (20.9%) presentations.
OPs were published mean 29.64+6.12 months alter and PPS were pub-
lished mean 27.84+11.16 months later. The publication and citation rate
of OPs were higher than that of PPs (p<0.05). OPs were more likely to be
original studies and PPs were more likely to be case reports (p<0.05). In-
consistency was detected in 29 (50.8%) of the presentations that were
published as articles. Inconsistency rate of PPs was found to be higher
(p<0.05). Conclusion: The National Turkish Dermatology Congress is
generally productive, similar quality when compared to national con-
gresses and low quality when compared to international congresses.

Keywords: Dermatology congress; presentation; publication rate;
inconsistency

OZET Amagc: Bu ¢alismanin amaci, Ulusal Dermatoloji Kongresi'nde
sunulan 6zetlerin yayimlanma oranlarini ve dzetler ile makale arasin-
daki tutarliligi degerlendirmektir. Gere¢ ve Yontemler: 27. Ulusal
Dermatoloji Kongresi referans olarak secilmistir. Kongre kitapgiginda
yer alan toplam 339 sozlii bildiri (SB) ve poster bildiri (PB) ¢alismaya
alindi. Bildirilerden yapilan makalelerin tam metnine ulasmak igin
PubMed, Google Scholar ve TR Dizin arama motorlart kullanildi. Bil-
dirilerin tiirii, gonderildigi klinik, yazar sayis1 ve ait oldugu dermato-
lojik hastalik grubu, makale olarak yayimlanan sunumun tiirii, zetle
uygunlugu, dergi indeksi, yayin tiirii, atif say1s1, yayima kadar gegen ay
degerlendirildi. Bulgular: Bildirilerdeki ortalama yazar sayisi
3,64+1,88; yayina kadar gegen ortalama siire 28,44+9,84 ay idi. Top-
lam 65 (%19,2) SB ve 274 (%80,8) PB sunuldu. Universiteler en fazla
bildiri sunan kliniklerdi (p<0,05). Toplam 57 (%16,2) 6zet, makale
olarak yayimlandi. Papiiloskuaméz bozukluklar, 71 (%20,9) bildiri ile
en ¢ok sunumu yapilan hastalik grubuydu. SB’ler, 29,64+6,12 ay
sonra; PB’ler 27,84+11,16 ay sonra yayimlandi (p>0,05). SB’lerin ya-
yimlanma ve atif alma orani, PB’lerden daha yiiksekti (p<0,05). SB’le-
rin orijinal arastirma olma orani daha yiiksek iken; PB’lerin vaka
takdimi olma orani daha yiiksekti (p<0,05). Makale olarak yayimla-
nan bildirilerin 29°unda (%50,8) tutarsizlik tespit edildi. PB’lerin tu-
tarsizlik orani daha yiiksek saptandi (p<0,05). Sonu¢: Ulusal
Dermatoloji Kongresi’nin genel olarak verimli, ulusal kongrelere gore
benzer kalitede, uluslararasi kongrelere gore disiik kalitede oldugu
saptandi.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Dermatoloji kongresi; bildiri; yayin orant;
tutarsizlik

Presenting the results of medical research to
wider audiences at scientific conferences is important
in terms of increasing the level of knowledge and sus-
taining scientific progress.'> At the same time, the
feedback of the participants listening to the presenta-

tions is valuable in terms of carrying out the study ef-
fectively and identifying its deficiencies.* Another
advantage of the presentations is identifying the clinic
where the study was conducted and demonstrating its

usefulness in conducting scientific activities.!*
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However, most of the presentations presented in sci-
entific conferences are not published as full-text arti-
cles in indexed journals.

One of the indicators of the quality of a scien-
tific congress is the publication rate of the presenta-
tions in the congress.!>* We believe that knowing the
level of scientific contribution of the presentations
presented at The National Turkish Dermatology Con-
gress to literature as full-text articles in peer-reviewed
journals is imperative.

Our study aimed to evaluate the publication rate
of the presentations at The National Turkish Derma-
tology Congress and the consistency between the
presentation and the article.

I MATERIAL AND METHODS

This retrospective single-center study was performed
between November 10, 2021 and November 17,
2021, and in accordance with the ethical principles
of the Declaration of Helsinki. Approval for this
study was obtained from the Ethics Committee of
KTO Karatay University Faculty of Medicine Non-
pharmaceutical and Non-medical Device Researches
(date: October 15, 2021, no: 2021/001).

The 27" National Turkish Dermatology Con-
gress was chosen as a reference for the study, and a
total of 339 oral presentations (OPs) and poster pre-
sentations (PPs) evaluated by the scientific commit-
tee and deemed appropriate to be included in the
congress booklet were included in the study. The
searching was performed 36 months after the publi-
cation of the congress booklet.

PubMed (https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov),
Google Scholar (https://scholar.google.com/), and
TR Index (https://trdizin.gov.tr) were searched for
full-text articles of presentations at the congress.
First, the abstract title of each presentation was
searched in both English and Turkish. If there was
a similarity between the articles found as a result of
the search and the authors in the abstract, then that
article was included in the evaluation. In addition,
the possibility of title changes was considered,
which is why all the articles of the authors in the ab-
stract were examined. Further, the order of the au-
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thors’ names in the abstract was considered during
evaluation of the authors.

In the study, the type of presentation (OP or
PP), the number of authors, clinic from which it was
submitted, and the dermatological disease group
(acne-acneiform, papulosquamous, drug reactions,
mucosal, autoimmune, pigmentation, hair related,
nail related, pediatric, skin cancers, urticaria, cos-
metics related, skin infections, vasculitis, and others)
were examined. In addition, consistency with the
presentation in the congress (change in either the
name of the article, first author, number of authors,
and other author names was considered inconsistent),
journal index [Science Citation Index/Science Cita-
tion Index-Expanded (SCI/SCI-E), Emerging-Sci-
ence Citation Index (E-SCI), National, National
Peer-Reviewed Journals, Other Indexes], the type of
publication, the number of citations, and the time to
publication (time between presentation and publica-
tion in years) were other parameters taken into con-
sideration (Table 1).

The impact factor of the journal on the date of
acceptance of the presentation and the index of the
journal were determined from Web of Science
TR
(www.trdizin.gov.tr), and the journal’s own website.

(https://mjl.clarivate.com/not), Index

The citation of the articles were determined from
Web of Science (https://mjl.clarivate.com/not) and
Google Scholar (https://scholar.google.com).

Evaluation parameters were analyzed statisti-
cally in the entire sample, within groups, and between
groups.

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS

Data were presented as mean and standard deviation
or median and minimum-maximum range. In the
study, chi-square analysis was performed to examine
the general characteristics of the publications and
evaluate values within and between the groups. In-
dependent samples t-test was used to analyze the pub-
lications according to the number of authors, number
of citations, and publication years. The significance
level was taken as p<0.05 in all the analyses. The
SPSS (SPSS Inc. Chicago, IL, USA) 25.00 package
program was used for statistical analyses.
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I RESULTS

The mean number of authors in the presentations was
3.64+1.88.

TABLE 1: The parameters evaluated in the study.

Type
Oral
Poster
Clinic from which it was submitted
University
Training and research hospital
Public hospital
Private
Number of authors in the paper
Disease group
Acne-acneiform
Papulosquamous
Drug reactions
Mucosal
Autoimmune
Pigmentation disease
Hair
Nail
Pediatric
Skin cancers
Urticaria
Cosmetic
Skin infections
Vasculitis
Other
Published or not
Time to publication
Inconsistency
Title
First author's name
Number of authors
Name of other author
Journal index
SCI/SCI-E
E-SCI/PubMed
ULAKBIM
Other indexes
Publication type
Original article
Case report
Letter
Review
Number of citations

SCI/SCI-E: Science Citation Index/Science Citation Index-Expanded;
E-SCI: Emerging-Science Citation Index.
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The mean time to publication was 28.4+9.84
months.

A total of 65 (19.2%) OPs and 274 (80.8%) PPs
were presented in the congress. Of these, 222
(65.5%) were submitted from universities, 79
(23.3%) from training and research hospitals
(TRHs), 36 (10.6%) from public hospitals, and 2
(0.6%) from private clinics (Table 2). Further, 57
(16.2%) of the presentations were published as ar-
ticles in 38 different journals (Table 3). A total of
29 (8.5%) of the presentations were published in
SCI/SCI-E journals, 14 (4.1%) were in E-SCI
journals, 10 (2.9%) were in ULAKBIM journals
and 2 (0.6%) in journals in other indexes.
Moreover, 29 (8.6%) of the articles were ori-
ginal researches, 15 (4.4%) were case reports, 10
(2.9%) were letters and 3 (0.9%) were reviews
(Table 2).

Papulosquamous diseases were the most fre-
quently presented dermatological disease group with
71 (20.9%) presented reports regarding them. The
distribution of other disease groups is shown in detail
in the figure (Figure 1). Further, when OPs and PPs
were separately evaluated, papulosquamous diseases
were found to be the most frequently reported disease
group (Figure 2 and Figure 3).

TABLE 2: Characteristics of presentations.
Category n %
Presentation type ~ Oral 65 19.2
Poster 274 80.8
Published Yes 57 16.2
Clinic University 222 65.5
Training and research hospital 79 233
Public hospital 36 10.6
Private 2 0.6
Journal index SCI/SCI-E 29 8.5
E-SCI 14 41
National 10 29
Other indexes 2 0.6
Publication type Original research 29 8.6
Case report 15 44
Letter 10 29
Review 3 0.9

SCI/SCI-E: Science Citation Index/Science Citation Index-Expanded;
E-SCI: Emerging-Science Citation Index.
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TABLE 3: Publication index of the journal.

Journal name IF

Journal of the American Academy of Dermatology 8.277
The Journal of Investigative Dermatology 7.143
International Wound Journal 2.825
International Journal of Clinical Practice 2444
Dermatologic Therapy 2.327
Journal of Dermatological Treatment 2.156
International Journal of Dermatology 2.067
Journal of Cutaneous Medicine and Surgery 1.909
Journal of Cosmetic Dermatology 1.621
Indian Journal of Dermatology 1.523
Cutaneous and Ocular Toxicology 1.385
International Journal of Lower Extremity Wounds 1.380
Advances in Dermatology and Allergology 1.361
Pediatric Dermatology 1.164
Anais Brasileiros de Dermatologia 1121
Giornale Italiano di Dermatologia e Venereologia 1.056
Dermatologica Sinica 0.921
Dermatology Online Journal 0.742
Journal of the American Podiatric Medical Association 0.649
Ideggyogyaszati Szemle-Clinical Neuroscience 0.337

Turkish Archives of Dermatology & Venerology/Turkderm -
Konuralp Medical Journal -
Acta Dermatovenerologica Alpina -
Turkish Journal of Parasitology -
Indian Dermatology Online Journal =
Journal of Cutaneous and Aesthetic Surgery -
Pamukkale Medical Journal

Kocaeli Medical Journal -
Dicle Medical Journal -
Medical Journal of Mugla Sitki Kocman University -
Medicine Science S
Journal of Harran University Medicine Faculty -
Turkiye Klinikleri Journal of Dermatology -
Turkish Journal of Pediatric Disease -
Mustafa Kemal University Medical Journal

Ege Journal of Medicine

International Journal of Medical Reviews and Case Reports -

Dermatoz -

IF (5years) Rank in category Index Oral paper Poster paper
7.953 10f 68 SCI-E 0 1
6.867 30f68 SCI-E 1 0
2.748 22 of 68 SCI-E 0 1
2.256 56 of 165 SCI-E 0 1
1.848 33 of 68 SCI-E 3 4
2.013 34 of 68 SCI-E 2 0
1.872 36 of 68 SCI-E 1 1
1.584 40 of 68 SCI-E 1 0
2.036 45 of 68 SCI-E 1 0
1.535 48 of 68 SCI-E 1 0
1.267 87 of 92 SCI-E 1 0
1.599 51 of 68 SCI-E 0 1
1.662 49 of 68 SCI-E 1 0
1.151 56 of 68 SCI-E 0 1
1.514 57 of 68 SCI-E 0 2
1.179 59 of 68 SCI-E 0 1
0.915 62 of 68 SCI-E 0 1
0.891 66 of 68 SCI-E 0 1
0.71 78 of 82 SCI-E 0 1
0.322 201 of 204 SCI-E 0 1

- - E-SCI 3 5
- - E-SCI 1 0
- - E-SCI 1 0
- - E-SCI 0 2
- - E-SCI 0 1
- - E-SCI 0 1
- - ULAKBIM 0 1
- - ULAKBIM 0 1
- - ULAKBIM 1 0
- - ULAKBIM 0 2
- - ULAKBIM 0 1
- - ULAKBIM 0 1
- - ULAKBIM 0 2
- - ULAKBIM 1 0

ULAKBIM 0 1

ULAKBIM 0 1
- - Other index 0 1
- - Other index 0 1

SCI-E: Science Citation Index-Expanded; E-SCI: Emerging-Science Citation Index; IF: Impact Factor.

The acceptance rate of presented abstract
that OPs and PPs sent from university clinics in
congresses was statistically higher (p<0.05). Al-
though no difference was found between TRH and
public hospitals in terms of OPs (p>0.05), PP rates
were higher in TRHs (p<0.05). The number of OPs
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and PPs submitted from private clinics was signif-
icantly lower than those from other locations
(p<0.05) (Table 4).

OPs were published on average of 29.64+6.12
months later, and PPs were published on average of
27.844+11.16 months later.
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TABLE 4: Distribution of papers according to the clinics they were submitted from.

University Training and research hospital Public hospital Private p value
Oral (%) 44 (67.7) 10 (15.4) 10 (15.4) 1(1.5) <0.05*
Poster (%) 178 (65.0) 69 (25.2) 26 (9.5) 1(0.4) <0.05*

* Significant difference at 0.05.

There was no statistical difference between the
type of presentation and the time to publication
(p>0.05). The number of citations of all published pa-
pers are 1.3242.58. Considering the number of cita-
tions, OPs that were published received 2.06+3.59
citations, whereas PPs received 0.97+1.9 citations on
average. The number of citations was significantly
higher in OPs compared with those in PPs (p<0.05).

The publication rate of OPs was higher than
those of PPs (p<0.05). A larger number of OPs were
published in SCI/SCI-E journals, whereas a larger
number of PPs were published in ULAKBIM and
other indexed journals (p<0.05). When evaluated in
terms of publication type, it was observed that OPs
had higher rates of publication of original articles and

PPs had higher rates of publication of case reports,
which was statistically significant (p<0.05). No sig-
nificant difference was found in terms of the clinics
from which OPs and PPs were sent (Table 5).

When OPs and PPs were evaluated separately, it
was determined that university clinics published the
most articles in both groups, and these articles
were mostly published in SCI/SCI-E journals
(p<0.005). This was also statistically significant
(p<0.05) (Table 5).

Inconsistency was observed in 29 (50.8%) of the
published presentations. The inconsistency distribu-
tions indicated that the title of the article was changed
in 9 (31%) publications, the order of the authors was
changed in 10 (34.5%) publications, first author was

TABLE 5: Evaluation of demographic characteristics of published papers between and within groups.

Published Yes
Clinic from which it was submitted University
Public hospital
Private

p value
SCI/ISCI-E
E-SCI
National
Other

p value

Journal index

Publication type Original article
Case report
Letter

Review

p value

Training and research hospital

Presentation type
Oral Poster
n % n % p value
19 29.2 38 13.1 0.01*
14 73.7 28 77.8
3 15.8 4 11.1
2 10.5 3 8.3 NS
0 1.5 1 28
<0.05* <0.05*
12 63.1 17 447 0.01*
5 26.3 9 25.0
2 10.5 10 26.3
0 0.0 2 53
<0.05* <0.05*
17 89.5 1 289 0.01*
0 0.0 16 42.1
2 10.5 8 211
0 0.0 3 7.9
<0.05* <0.05*

* Significant difference at 0.05; SCI/SCI-E: Science Citation Index/Science Citation Index-Expanded; E-SCI: Emerging-Science Citation Index.
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changed in 2 (6.9%) publications, and the names of
the other authors were changed in 4 (13.7%) publi-
cations. Inconsistency distributions were similar in
OPs and PPs, and are given in detail in the graph in
Figure 4. Inconsistencies were found in 8 (42.1%)
OPs and 21 (55.2%) PPs; thus, the inconsistency rate
of PPs was higher (p<0.05).

I DISCUSSION

In the present study, we determined that The National
Turkish Dermatology Congress is generally produc-
tive, similar quality when compared to national
congresses and low quality when compared to inter-
national congresses.

The importance of the presentations at these con-
ferences is to share the initial results of recent research.
Another mission of these conferences is that they form
a significant part of medical education.>* Therefore, it
is noteworthy to evaluate their scientific validity. Stud-
ies conducted in this field have observed that the rate of
publication of presentation in international conferences
varies between 29.8% and 61.6%.*”'° In the national
conferences held in our country, this rate varies be-
tween 11.2% and 29.1%."!12

Based on similar studies in the field of derma-
tology, Ozturk Meral and Balci evaluated the Aus-
tralasian College of Dermatologists’ congress in their
S-year follow-up and reported that the rate of publi-
cation in the journals searched in PubMed was 42%.'*
Ozyurt and Kaptanoglu, in contrast, evaluated four
national dermatology conferences between 2004 and
2008, searched in PubMed, and reported that the pub-

lication rate was 15.8% in 2004, 13.7% in 2006, and
9.8% in 2008, concluding that the publication rates
gradually decreased.'* However, in these studies,
SCI/SCI-E journals that were not indexed in PubMed
as well as journals in other national and international
indexes were not evaluated. Although the results of
the present study are similar to the publication rates
of presentations presented in both national and inter-
national conferences of dermatology and other med-
ical sciences, the rates are still low. Studies on the
subject state that there are 2 main reasons for
this.>!>!® The most important of these is the lack of
time. Another important reason is that the presenta-
tions have designs and results similar to those of pre-
vious studies. This creates a lack of interest among
journal editors for consideration of the manuscript for
publication and results in manuscript rejection. The
recent changes in the regulations for academic up-
grading in Tiirkiye could have an effect on the publi-
cation rate of presentations. Authors may choose
either to present their original research as an oral
communication at a congress or publish it as an orig-
inal article rather than doing the both.

When the types of publications were evaluated,
presentations were mostly found to be published as
case reports.!>!* In the present study, in contrast to
the results in the literature, original research pre-
sentations were found to be published at a higher
rate. We believe that this difference may be due to
the fact that original articles have more scientific
evidence value and have a more important role in
academic progress.

Inconsistency

4
2 2 2 2
. 0 ‘

Number Of Author

Study Titile

B Total

First Author’s Name Name Of Other Author

W Oral Poster

FIGURE 4: Inconsistency distributions of published presentations.
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A previous study evaluated the rate and distri-
bution of dermatological disease subgroups presented
in conferences.'? In this study, it was determined that
skin cancers were the most reported disease group.
The authors attributed this to the fact that exposure
to the sun was higher in the geography where the con-
gress was held. The result of the present study may
differ from results in the literature due to the variation
in disease types because of geographical differences.

When the studies evaluating the clinics from which
the presentations were submitted were examined, our
results were found to be consistent with literature. Ac-
cordingly, regardless of the type of the presentation,
most presentations submitted to conferences were from
universities. In addition, in studies examining the dis-
tribution of OPs and PPs according to the clinics where
the research was conducted, it was reported that uni-
versities were more active in terms of conducting sci-
entific research. The results of the present study are
consistent with those in literature in this regard.

The time to publication reported in the literature
considerably varied. Studies regarding the time to
publication in literature reported that the average time
to publication of the presentations varied between
14.5 and 40.0 months. The average time to publica-
tion of OPs varied between 16.9 and 21 months and
that of PPs varied between 15.7 and 19.1 months. The
result of the present study is consistent with literature.

One of the indicators of an article’s contribution
to the literature is the number of citations it receives.®
However, no study was found in the literature evalu-
ating the relationship between the type of presenta-
tion in conferences and the number of citations
received. Nevertheless, we believe that the difference
in the number of citations between OPs and PPs is
due to the fact that OPs include more original re-
search presentations published in SCI/SCI-E journals.

Based on the studies evaluating the type of pres-
entation and publication rates, some studies reported
that the publication rates of OPs and PPs were simi-
lar, whereas other studies reported that OPs had a
higher rate of publication.>!”>> The authors argued
that the reason for this was that OPs were well-de-
signed studies with high scientific value and interest-
ing results and were selected by the evaluation
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committee, and this naturally affected the rate of pub-
lication and publication in journals with higher index
values.! In the present study, we found that OPs had
a higher publication rate.

There are limited studies in the literature evalu-
ating published presentations in terms of inconsis-
tency. Yal¢inkaya and Bagatur reported that the
inconsistency rate of the presentations published after
the National Orthopedics and Traumatology Con-
gress was 32.6%. In the present study, the inconsis-
tency rate was higher. This is attributable to the
positive criticism in conferences and the resulting
changes and modifications in the publications.

There are certain limitations of the present study.
Firstly, the articles that were accepted but not yet
published in journals could not be accessed; hence,
they could not be included in the study. However, a
meta-analysis reported that the presentations were
published in journals within three years.!> As the
pending time increases, the number of published ar-
ticles may increase. Another limitation is that jour-
nals indexed outside PubMed, Google Scholar, and
TR Index were excluded from the study.''® However,
both search engines cover more than 95% of the jour-
nals in the literature. Another indicator that deter-
mines the quality of the scientific congress is the
number of rejections. The other important detail is,
whether all the abstracts in the congress booklet are
presented, or there is an abstract that has not been pre-
sented although it is included in the congress booklet?
In the literature no study was found in these limita-
tions. We also could not learn the number of abstracts
that were rejected or the number of abstracts that
were actually presented. All these indicators together
constitute the quality of the congress, knowing this
fact can increase the awareness of the presenting au-
thors and the congress committee.

I CONCLUSION

Presentations are potential articles. Hence, it is im-
portant to evolve and share our data with journals in
written form. Publication of presentations in journals
will lead to and guide future studies.
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